REMARKS 



By the foregoing amendment, Claims 1,18, 22, 26, 43 and 58 have been amended, 
Claim 19 has been cancelled, and new Claim 90 has been added. Claim 90 reads on 
elected Fig. 2. Claims 1-2, 4-14, 17-18, 22-23, 26-27, 29-39, 42-44, and 58-90 are 
pending. Favorable reconsideration of the application is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1, 5, 17-19, 22-23, 26, 30, 42-43, 58-59 and 63 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) on the grounds of anticipation, or in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 
§103(a) on the grounds of obviousness from Ken (U.S. Patent 5,582,619). Claim 19 has 
been cancelled. Claim 1 has been amended to recite "said stretch resistant member being 
doubled and said first and second ends of said stretch resistant member being fixedly 
attached to said vasoocclusive coil only at said distal end of said vasoocclusive coil 
forming a loop and said loop being detachably mountable to an elongated pusher member 
to allow for placement of the vasoocclusive coil within the patient's vasculature." Claim 
26 similarly has been amended to recite "said stretch resistant member being doubled and 
said first and second ends of said stretch resistant member being fixedly attached to said 
vasoocclusive coil only at said distal end of said vasoocclusive coil forming a loop and 
said loop being detachably mounted to the distal end of the elongated pusher member to 
allow for placement of the vasoocclusive coil within the patient's vasculature." Ken 
discloses that the two ends of the stretch-resisting member are attached to the two ends of 
the coil . Ken fails to teach, disclose or suggest a stretch-resisting member with both ends 
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fixedly attached to a vasoocclusive coil only at the distal end of the vasoocclusive coil, as 
claimed. 

Ken also fails to teach, disclose or suggest a stretch resistant member being 
doubled with the ends of the stretch resistant member fixedly attached to the 
vasoocclusive coil only at the distal end of the vasoocclusive coil to form a loop, as is 
claimed. 

Claims 1 and 26 also recite "said stretch resistant member being formed of a 
therapeutic non-metallic fiber material." It is respectfully submitted that Ken fails to 
teach, disclose or suggest a stretch resistant member formed of a therapeutic non-metallic 
fiber material, as is claimed. It is therefore respectfully submitted that the claims are 
novel and inventive over Ken, and that the rejection of Claims 1, 5, 17-19, 22-23, 26, 30, 
42-43, 58-59 and 63 on the grounds of anticipation by Ken, or in the alternative on the 
grounds of obviousness from Ken, should be withdrawn. 

Claims 2, 4, 6-14, 27, 29, 31-39, 44, 60, and 64-66 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) on the grounds of obviousness from Ken. Claim 1 has been amended to recite 
"said stretch resistant member being doubled and said first and second ends of said 
stretch resistant member being fixedly attached to said vasoocclusive coil only at said 
distal end of said vasoocclusive coil forming a loop and said loop being detachably 
mountable to an elongated pusher member to allow for placement of the vasoocclusive 
coil within the patient's vasculature." Claim 26 similarly has been amended to recite 
"said stretch resistant member being doubled and said first and second ends of said 
stretch resistant member being fixedly attached to said vasoocclusive coil only at said 
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distal end of said vasoocclusive coil forming a loop and said loop being detachably 
mounted to the distal end of the elongated pusher member to allow for placement of the 
vasoocclusive coil within the patient's vasculature." Ken discloses that the two ends of 
the stretch-resisting member are attached to the two ends of the coil . It is respectfully 
submitted that Ken does not teach, disclose or suggest a stretch-resisting member with 
both ends fixedly attached to a vasoocclusive coil only at the distal end of the 
vasoocclusive coil, as claimed. The Examiner indicated that it would have been obvious 
from Ken to have only one connection between stretch resistant member and coil 130 by 
not using element 132 in the same concept of having only one connection at location 106, 
which is not what is claimed . Ken also teaches a connection of the stretch-resisting 
member to the coil at location 104, so that Ken fails to teach, disclose or suggest a 
stretch-resisting member fixedly attached to a vasoocclusive coil only at the distal end of 
the vasoocclusive coil. 

Ken fails to teach, disclose or suggest a stretch resistant member being doubled 
with the ends of the stretch resistant member fixedly attached to the vasoocclusive coil 
only at the distal end of the vasoocclusive coil to form a loop, as is claimed. It is 
therefore respectfully submitted that Claims 2, 4, 6-14, 27, 29, 31-39, 44, 60, and 64-66 
are novel and inventive over Ken, and that the rejection of Claims 2, 4, 6-14, 27, 29, 31- 
39, 44, 60, and 64-66 on the grounds of obviousness from Ken should be withdrawn. 

New Claim 90, which depends from Claim 44, recites "a loop attached to the 
proximal end of said coil and detachably mounted to said at least one loop of fiber 
material attached to the pusher member." Support for the amendment can be found in 
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Fig. 2 and in the specification at page 12 line 20. It is respectfully submitted that the 
prior art also fails to teach, disclose or suggest an apparatus for release and deployment of 
a stretch resistant therapeutic device within a patient's vasculature, comprising a 
vasoocclusive coil, an elongated pusher member, a stretch resistant member extending 
through a lumen of the vasoocclusive coil and being doubled, with first and second ends 
of the stretch resistant member being fixedly attached to the vasoocclusive coil only at 
the distal end of the vasoocclusive coil and forming a loop that is detachably mounted to 
the distal end of the elongated pusher member, with the loop formed by the stretch 
resistant member detachably mounted to the distal end of the pusher member by at least 
one loop of fiber material attached to the pusher member, and a loop attached to the 
proximal end of the coil and detachably mounted to the at least one loop of fiber material 
attached to the pusher member, as is claimed. 
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In light of the foregoing amendments and remarks, it is respectfully submitted that 
the application should now be in condition for allowance, and an early favorable action in 
this regard is respectfully requested. 
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Respectfully submitted, 



FULWIDER PATTON LLP 




David G. Parkhurst 
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